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REMARKS / DISCUSSION OF ISSUES 



its scopa to the scope as onqinallv fitecl. 

The Office action objects to the drawings: replacement drawings are attached 



harem. 



The Office action rejects claims 11-12, 16-20, and 24-26 under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) over Hughes et aL (USP 5,920,261 hereinafter Hughes). The applicant 



fBspectfuSly traverses this rBjectbn 

Claim 11 
plura^ltv of radio 



upon which claims 
its in communica 



12-18 depend, claims a system that inciudes a 
tbn with an interroqation unit, and a transponder 
station, wherein, when the k)catHDn of the transponder station is required, the 
kiterrogation statbn sends an enquiry signai to the transponder unit, and a wake-up 
oaH to the radio units. 

In like manner, claim 19, upon which dairns 20-26 depend, claims a method 
that includes transmitlmg,: from an interrogating system, an enquiry signal to a 
transponding unit, and individuai wake-up messages to each radio unit in 
communication with the interrogating system. Siimliady, ciaim 27, upon which cialm 
28 depends, claims a radio unit that receives a wake-up signal from an interrogation 
unit and a subsequent reply signai from a transponding station. 



'"To esiablish a ^^r//??^ fecfe case of obviousness the prior arl rrference (or 
r^fer^nces wb<5D combis^ed) m^:^ teach i?r suggest uM ike ckdm Umitmrnm. . > If the 
examiner doe>s not produce a r?rim<:? /m^ie case, the appliearst is under no obligation to 
submit evideiice of nonobviousn<?ss." 

Hughes falfe to teach sending a wake-up cay: to radio units that are ir^ 

commynication with an interrogation unit> 
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Hughes receivers 10 being equated to the appHcanfs radio units). The applicant 
respectful traverses this assertion. 

The Office action assarts that there are only two possibilities, but ignores the 
conventional situation, wherein the computer 4 does not send wake-up calls to the 
receivers 10, Locatbn detectinq receivers in a conventional svstem continuously 
monitor their environment for transmitters, and do not require wake-up signals that 
are transmitted by an interrooation unit. 

Hughes does not address a need to wake-up the beating receivers 10, and 
thus ?! cannot reasonably be asserted that the computer 4 sends a wake-up signai to 
these receivers 10. The Office action states that ''Hughes does not state liow wake- 
up siqnais are sent to the receivers" (OWioe action, paqe 2, ^ines 16-17\ emphasis 
added), but fails to address the fact that Hughes does not teach that wake-UD sional 



are sent to the receivers at ail. 

Because the Office action fails to identify where the prior art teaches an 

Interrooation unit that sends an enquirv sionai to a transponder unit and a wake-up 
call to a pluraHtv of radio units in communication with the interroqatbn un^t, as 

ot Claims 1 ifo-2u, a no 24-2t> under .50 u.b.u. 103(a) over Hughes is 
unfounded, per MPEP 2142, 



Appl. Mo, 1S/648,87a ?*^g^ 10 ot^ 1S 

R^ply to Office mUm of S Nov^mtser 2006 

Ine uttioe action rejects csa^ms 1x5-10, zvz^, ano ^/-^o unoer u.d.u. 
103(a) over Hughes and Shober (USP 5,952,922). The applicant respectfyyy 

tr?$v*^f*-ij^^^s Ihki Action 

1^*^ ahU ^ , si s K-^j^^L-Uuni Is sues Wlf tis^^^? awuOU j^sBts^ upuu nu95s^'<> 5.<;<;^V.^ Jin>v| 

elements of the oorrespondmg independent da^m. As noted above, Hugiies fa^s to 
teach the alaments of oia^ms 11 , 19, and 27, Therefore, the appycant respeolfuyy 
mainiams mat the rejection of claims 1^-15. 2 ^23. ana 2/ -^b unoer u.b-u. ?0o^a) 
that relies upon Huohes for teaching aH of the elements of claims 1 1 . 19, and 27 is 
unfounded, per yPEP 2142, 

in view of the foregoing, the applicant respectfuHy requests that the Examiner 
withdraw the rejections of record, allow aN ttie pending ciakiis, and find the 
application to be in condition for allowance. If any points remain in ^s^ue that may 
best be resolved through a personaS or teiephonic interview, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed 
bebw. 
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